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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Action is in response to Application Number 1 0/684,228 received on 08 
March 2004. 

2. Claims 1-14 are presented for examination. Claims 13 and 14 are multiple 
dependent claims which depend on any of claims 1-12. 



Claim Objections 

3. Claims 5-6 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

4. Claim 5 includes the limitation, "in response to reassociation request", which 
appears to include a minor typographical error. Examiner will interpret the limitation to 
read, "in response to a reassociation request" to avoid any possible antecedent basis 
issues. Appropriate correction is required. 

5. Claim 6 recites the limitation "said hypertext documents", which appears to 
include an inadvertent typographical error. The only recitation of a hypertext document 
occurs in claim 1. However this is in reference to a single hypertext document. For 
Examination purposes, Examiner will interpret the limitation as referring to a single 
hypertext document. Examiner suggests amending the limitation to, "said hypertext 
document" to remain consistent with the preceding claims, as well as to avoid possible 
antecedent basis issues. Appropriate correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

6. Claims 1-3, 5-8, 1 1, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Edwards et al. (U.S. 6,952,799). 

7. Regarding claim 1 , Edwards disclosed a method of activating a link within a 
hypertext document (Edwards, col. 1 , lines 59-63, "accessing a location in a network by 
activating a link in a file"), the method comprising: 

retrieving a hypertext document with a link (Edwards, col. 1 , lines 64-65, 
"retrieving one or more files" and locating "one or more links embedded therein"; Also, 
see Abstract "recognizes HyperText Markup Language (HTML) links embedded in 
WWW pages"); 

determining that said link would be visible in a display (Edwards, col. 1 , lines 65- 
66, "searching a file so retrieved to locate one of more links embedded therein"; The 
entire purpose of Edwards is to locate the links on documents that will be displayed to 
the user, and add identifiers; Therefore, "locating" the links embedded on the document 
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includes determining that they would be visible; col. 1 , lines 29-40, Edwards disclosed 
displaying links); 

dynamically associating said link with a character (Edwards, col. 1 , line 67, 
"assigning an identifier to any link so located"); 

displaying said hypertext document in said display with said character depicted 
proximately to said link (col. 3, lines 65-67, "These identifiers might appear on screen in 
addition to the link itself); and 

wherein selecting said character outside said display automatically activates said 
link (col. 2, lines 1-5, 23-25, 59-64, "with the telephone keypad buttons being used to 
control the navigation"). 

8. Regarding claim 2, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 1 , 
including wherein said character is selected from a set of characters, wherein said set of 
characters is selected from any one of the groups consisting of: numeric digits, 
alphanumeric characters, phone key pad characters, computer keyboard characters, 
and stylus-generated characters (Edwards, col. 2, lines 59-63, "telephone keypad 
buttons"; col. 3, lines 53-58, "initial letter of a link" "colored buttons", "a number added 
and a keypad could be used to enter the relevant number")- 

9. Regarding claim 3, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 1 , . 
including wherein a plurality of distinct links are dynamically associated with a plurality 
of distinct characters (Edwards, col. 1, line 67, col. 2, lines 16-20, "providing identifiers 
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for links"; col. 3, lines 49-55, "It needs to identify each link as different from other links 
viewable at the same time on screen"), and wherein selecting one of said distinct 
characters automatically activates the link associated with said one of said distinct 
characters (col. 2, lines 1-5, "activating means responsive to selection of an identifier to 
activate the associated link). 

10. Regarding claim 5, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 3, 
including wherein said distinct characters are associated with a first set of links visible in 
said display (Edwards, col. 1 , line 67, Edwards disclosed associating identifiers to links 
viewable in an internet document); 

and, in response to a reassociation request, reassociating said distinct characters 
with a second set of links visible in said display (Edwards, col. 2, lines 3-4, Edwards 
disclosed activating a link associated with the selected identifier; When this is 
performed, the device would have to reassociate identifiers with the new links from the 
selected webpage, i.e. a user navigating through many webpages would require the 
system to reassociate for each webpage). 

1 1 . Regarding claim 6, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 3, 
including wherein said hypertext documents includes additional instructions regarding 
said distinct characters (col. 3, lines 56-58, The hypertext document includes the actual 
link regarding the distinct character, i.e. "Each link could be shown on screen with a 
number added"). 
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12. Regarding claim 7, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 6, 
including wherein said additional instructions are directed to the association of a distinct 
character with a link (col. 3, lines 56-58, The hypertext document includes the actual link 
regarding the, distinct character, i.e. "Each link could be shown on screen with a number 
added"). 

13. Regarding claim 8, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 7, 
including wherein said additional instructions are directed to the display characteristics 
of said distinct characters (col. 3, lines 56-58, The character is next to the link, i.e. "Each 
link could be shown on screen with a number added"). 

14. Regarding claim 1 1 , Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 1 , 
including wherein said link is of a type selected from the group of types consisting of: 
text links, image links, hidden-links, and image map links (col. 3, lines 65-67, "text or 
graphics). 

15. Regarding claim 13, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claims 1- 
3, 5-8, and 11, including a computer readable medium comprising computer executable 
instructions for performing the method of claims 1-3, 5-8, and 1 1 (Edwards, col. 2, lines 
41-55, "terminal"; col. 2, lines 60-65 provide other examples of the access device such 
as a personal organizer). 
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16. Regarding claim 14, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claims 1- 
3, 5-8, and 1 1 including a computing apparatus having a processor and a memory 
comprising computer executable instructions which, when executed, perform the 
method of claims 1-3, 5-8, and 11 (Edwards, col. 2, lines 41-55, "terminal"; col. 2, lines 
60-65 provide other examples of the access device such as a personal organizer). 

Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

17. Claims 4, 13, and 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Edwards et al. (U.S. 6,952,799). 

1 8. Regarding claim 4, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 1 , 
including 

scrolling said hypertext document in said display (Edwards, col. 14, lines 12-15, 
"clever scrolling"); 

dynamically reassociating links visible in said display with link identifiers 
(Edwards, col. 14, lines 17-21, Edwards disclosed that the "Next/Down button can thus 
be considered as a button which moves the coloured (red, green, yellow, blue) labeling 
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to the next set of purple links, whilst the Back/Up button moves the colours to the 
previous set of purple links"); and 

displaying each distinct identifier proximate to each associated link (Edwards, 
col. 14, lines 17-21, "moves the coloured (red, green, yellow, blue) labeling to the next 
set of purple links"). 

Edwards did not explicitly state using distinct characters as the identifiers when 
reassociating links as a result of scrolling. 

However, Edwards disclosed that colours are "examples of identifiers assigned to 
links" with "each link being shown on screen in a different colour" and "Coloured buttons 
on a keypad could then be used to select a link" (Edwards, col. 3, lines 50-55). 
Edwards also disclosed "Another example is a number. Each link could be shown on 
screen with a number added and a keypad could be used to enter the relevant number 
(Edwards, col. 3, lines 55-60). Therefore, Edwards expressly disclosed that characters 
could be used in the alternative of colors. 

Therefore, since Edwards provides the use of character identifiers in the 
alternative to color, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to "reassociate" the links using characters, as disclosed by 
Edwards, instead of using colors in order to provide such link identifier functionality to 
devices that have minimal capabilities, such as phones that do not contain color 
screens, thereby providing scalability. 
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1 9. Regarding claim 1 3, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 4, 
including a computer readable medium comprising computer executable instructions for 
performing the method of claim 4 (Edwards, col. 2, lines 41-55, "terminal"; col. 2, lines 
60-65 provide other examples of the access device such as a personal organizer). 

20. Regarding claim 14, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 4, 
including a computing apparatus having a processor and a memory comprising 
computer executable instructions which, when executed, perform the method of claim 4 
(Edwards, col. 2, lines 41-55, "terminal"; col. 2, lines 60-65 provide other examples of 
the access device such as a personal organizer). 

21 . Claims 12-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Edwards et al. (U.S. 6,952,799) in view of Chiu et al. (U.S. 2002/0107888). 

22. Regarding claim 12, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 3. 
Edwards did not explicitly state toggling the display of said distinct characters. 
In an analogous art, Chiu disclosed a method for browsing online using numeric 

keys in which the user has the option to hide the numbering of the hyperlinks (Chiu, 
[0030]). 

The teachings of Edwards and Chiu are analogous because they both provide 
methods that allow users to browse internet web pages by using numeric keys instead 
of operating directly on-screen with the use of a mouse (Edwards, col. 2, lines 17-20; 
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Chiu, [0021]). Chiu provides the extra feature of allowing users to decide if they would 
like to view the numbering for the links, by providing them with the option to hide such 
numbering (Chiu, [0030]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to incorporate the extra feature of toggling the display of link 
identifiers into Edwards to provide users with the option to view web pages without the 
clutter of extra information (hiding the identifiers) thereby facilitating readability of web 
pages, while still providing ease of navigation (showing the identifiers) when needed. 

23. Regarding claim 13, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 12, 
including a computer readable medium comprising computer executable instructions for 
performing the method of claim 12 (Edwards, col. 2, lines 41-55, "terminal"; col. 2, lines 
60-65 provide other examples of the access device such as a personal organizer). 

24. Regarding claim 14, Edwards disclosed the limitations as described in claim 12, 
including a computing apparatus having a processor and a memory comprising 
computer executable instructions which, when executed, perform the method of claim 
12 (Edwards, col. 2, lines 41-55, "terminal"; col. 2, lines 60-65 provide other examples of 
the access device such as a personal organizer). 
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Allowable Subject Matter 

25. Claims 9 and 10 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is an examiner's statement of reasons for allowance: 
The prior art disclosed corresponding hyperlinks in a webpage with characters 
that correspond to buttons on a keyboard or keypad type device to allow users to 
browse web pages without the need of a mouse. However, the prior art did not disclose 
selecting a form field in the depicting webpage and hiding the links and corresponding 
characters. 

Any comments considered necessary by applicant must be submitted no later 
than the payment of the issue fee and, to avoid processing delays, should preferably 
accompany the issue fee. Such submissions should be clearly labeled "Comments on 
Statement of Reasons for Allowance." 



Conclusion 

26. Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are 
applied to specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures 
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may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing 
responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part 
of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art 
or disclosed by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

If making amendments to the independent claim(s), it is suggested by Examiner 
that Applicant also review the following pertinent prior art: Chiu reference (U.S. 
2002/0107888), "Method and system for browsing on-line using numeric keys ." 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to J. Bret Dennison whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3910. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30am-5pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examinees 
supervisor, David A Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 



Application/Control Number: 10/684,228 



Page 



Art Unit: 2143 

you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




J. Bret Dennison 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2143 



